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" tions contained in it against him wholly unsupported
4C and of a libellous nature. I thought and said so then.
<c I think and say so still, in the extent and manner in
"which they were stated in that paper. The person in
u whose name it appeared was dead. He had, whether
" justly or unjustly, legally or illegally, been convicted of
" a crime, and had suffered an ignominious death. Even
" if he had been respited after conviction his evidence
" would have been useless for his credit was gone. A
" petition from such a person accusing his judges could
" have no sort of weight. It came before us without a
" responsible accuser, without a proof or evidence of any
"kind. I therefore said it was wholly unsupported.
" No man, I presume, will deny that in strictness it was
" of a libellous nature.

" I asserted then, as I assert now, that it was a libel on
" the whole court of justice in the strict and proper sense
" of the word. The dreadful charge contained in it in-
" eludes all the judges, concerning two of whom (Sir
" Robert Chambers and Mr. Hyde) we never had a sus-
" picion of the motives which we attributed to Sir Elijah
"Impey, though I am far-from acquitting them of all
" blame. Concerning another of the judges, the late Mr.
"Lemaistre, though we saw him united in the closest
" intimacy with the Chief Justice, and ready to support
" his opinions on all occasions, with a degree of zeal and
" passion which, however sincere, was not to be excused,
" yet in that which constituted the deadly guilt of the
" transaction we never suspected him to be concerned, in
" a confederacy, I mean with Sir Elijah Impey, to take
" off Nuncomar in order to save Mr. Hastings from the
" effect of that man's evidence. We were bound therefore
" to treat that petition as an indiscriminate libel against